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Dear Sir:

I would like to comment and provide some additional information in the
matter of PR Docket No. 93-85, proposal to amend the rules concerning
amateur stations participating in message forwarding systems.

I agree with the philosophy and spirit of the NPRM and support this action.
There are however, some details regarding amateur message forwarding that
need to be further addressed in the commissions rules.

Paragraph 6 of the NPRM, states; "Because of the standardized format of
amateur AX.25 frames, for example, both the originating and first
forwarding station can be readily identified". This is not necessarily
correct. While it is true that in any specific AX.25 frame it is possible
to identify the station who originated the frame and any forwarding
"digipeters", it is not always possible to identify the source of the
actual message traffic. The originating station of a specific AX.25 frame
containing part or all of a automatically forwarded message, in most cases,
is not the station who originated the message.

The identity of both the originating station and the station to first
forward the message is usually, but not always, contained in the body of
the message in the form of either a routing header or an identifying
character string, called a BID (Bulletin 1.0.) or both. As there is no
requirement or incentive to maintain the integrity of the BID, it is often
changed or lost.

I propose that in order to insure the ability to identify the originating
station and the station to first forward a message, the proposed rules be
expanded to require that a BID, with a specific format, be appended to all
messages by the first forwarding station. In addition I propose that it
should be a violation of the commission's rules to alter the BID once it
has been assigned.

I further propose that it should be a violation of the commission's rules
to automatically forward a message that does not contain a BID. If a
forwarding station receives a message without a BID he must assign a proper
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BID before forwarding the message further. The station assigning the
then becomes "the first forwarding station" and assumes responsibility
the message content.

An additional benefit of this proposed rule would be a reduction in
number of duplicate messages circulating in the packet network.
automatically forwarding bulletin boards utilize the BID to identify
delete duplicate messages. If the BID is changed for any reason,
message could be duplicated.
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I propose that the Commission adopt a standard BID format that would
include the callsigns of both the originating station and the first station
to forward the message as well as a unique sequence number. The following
format should be able to accommodate all situations:

AAAAAA-BBBBBB-yy-nnnnn-C

AAAAA = The callsign of the originating station

BBBBB = The callsign of the first forwarding station

yy = The last 2 digits of the year the message was entered

nnnnn = 5 Digit sequence number starting at 00001

C = Optional message classification or type

These additional proposals will not cause any hardship for the operators of
automatic forwarding systems. Most (if not all) automatically forwarding
bulletin board systems currently utilize a BID format that consists of the
callsign of the originating bulletin board and the sequence number. For
example; W1AW-000l might be the BID of the first message entered into the
network by station W1AW. Expansion of the current BID format into the
proposed format can be easily accomplished by a simple software change in
the various bulletin board programs currently in use.

I feel that these proposals when taken along with the proposed changes
outlined in PR Docket 93-85 will yield an excellent environment in which to
expand the amateur packet network and will ultimately be in the best
interest of the amateur packet community and the general public.

Respectfully Submitted
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